2/16/70 


Dear Dr. Robieon. 

Your request of tae 13th, a simple cne t by unujuel coincidence ia 
one I cannot fully satisfy. 1 mislaid the clirrpins I asd of the statement, a 
very unfortunate one that may nave been taken out of intended context, ^tiief 
Justice arren did make, 

, I U3ed ** in ray flrat book, .aiTi'-vASn, and have not been able to find 
it since. It, really tbey, for tnere was more than one clipping and a few 
editorials, besides tae nows re rorts, is simply misfiled and Inheve not stmbled 
acrross their, since. 

However, I am confident he did not make the statement in Dallas, but 
in ashington, and is either the first or one of the first he mede after the 

Commission was established* 

Only he knows what he hod in mind. One possible interpretation, if one 
• inelly learns tae applicable regulations covering the executive -gencies (not 
his c&m&ission) is that he had in mind regulations restricting the release of 
investigative reports, os of the FBI* 

Usually he onagers no noil.ofl the Co mission. I am told he doesn't 
r-ad it, having detachoa himself entirely from it. 


Hay I make t.*:o suggestions? The New York Times inuex should disclose 
tais. I T j begin c heeling or having the check mode for the last week of ll/G3.,I 
tnink it was in early 19G4. Mother is to -hone tae Texas St«te Archives (as I 
recall, the nanr of tae non with whom I woe In correspondence is Day) to see if the 
man in charge of this archive can supply the statement or tie date. This would not 
h been rert of the Texas investigation, but they may h«,ve kept relevant clippings* 

Sorrp I can't be of more help. Ordinarily, I couli lay ny hands on such 
material promptly. 


Sincerely, 


Harold weighers 


